
RESOLUTION NO. 2004-181 

CITY COUNCIL APPROVING 
PROGRAM ENVIRONMENTAL 
THE WHITE SLOUGH WATER 
, AND FURTHER DIRECTING 

STAFF TO MAKE APPLICATION TO THE SAN JOAQUIN LOCAL 
SIGNATE THE 

_______s________-___---------------------------------------------- 
__-_______^____s_________s______________------_-----_------------- 

S, the Planning Commission of the City of Lodi has heretofore held a 
c hear~ng on August I 1 ,2004; and 

AS, the City of Lodi Planning Commission, having revjewed and 
nfofmation contained in the Final Program Environmental Impact Report 
ite Slough Water Pol!u~~on Control Facility, adopted Resolution No. P.C. 
ust 11, 2004, public hearing, approving the EIR for certification; and 

AS, notice thereof having been given according to law, an affidavit of 
in the office of the City Clerk, a public hearing was held September 1, 

2004, by the Lodi City Council to consider the ce~ification of the Final Program EIR for 
the White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility pursuant to the California 
Environmen~al Qual~ty Act (CEQA). 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT R~SOLVED, DETERMINED, AND OR~ERED as 
follows: 

1. 

2. 

The fo~egoing recitals are true and correct. 

The Lodi City Council c~rtifies that the Final EIR was completed in 
compliance with CE A, that the Final EIR was presented to the Lodi City 
Council (the decisi making body of the City of Lodi), that the Lodi City 
Council has r~viewed and nsidered the information contained in the 
Final EIR, that the Final R reflects the independent judgment and 
analysis of the Lodi City C ncii, and the Lodi City Council d 
approve certification of the Final EIR for the White Slo 
Pollution Control Facility pursuant to the CEQA. 

3. All mitigati~n m~asures as specified in the Final EIR and the 
accompanying Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the Final EIR are hereby 
~pp$oved, adop~ed, and incffrpffrate~ into this Resoiut~on. 

The separate document entitled ‘iFindings of Fact and Statement of 
~verriding Consideration for the City of Lodi White Slough Water 
~ol!u~ion Control Facility Sphere of Influence Program” is hereby 
approved, adopted, and attached to this Resolution, marked Exhibit A. 

The Lodi City Council hereby ~pproves, adopts, and incorporates herein 
the Mitigation Monitoring Program a ~ m p a n y i n g  the Final EIR. 

4. 

5. 



BE IT ~ U R T H ~ R  R ~ S O L V ~ D  that the Lodi City Council hereby authorizes and 
directs staff to make application to the San Joaquin Local Agency Formation 
Commission to designate the phere of Influence discuss@d in the EIR. 

Dated: Sep~ember 1, 2004 
___-_________I__-___-_----------------------------_--------------- .................................................................. 

I hereby certify that Re~olution No. 2004-181 was passed and adopted by the 
City Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held September 1, 2004, by the 
following vote: 

AYES: COUNCIL MEM ERS - Beckman, Hitchcock, Howard, and 
Mayor Hansen 

NOES: C~UNC6L MEM 

ABS~NT: COUNCIL MEM 

ABSTA6N: COUNCIL M ~ M B ~ R S  - None 

City Clerk 
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1.  INTRODUCTION AND 

This document provides the Findings of Facts and Statement’of Overriding C o n ~ ~ d e r ~ i o n s  for the 
approval of the White Slough Water Pollution Control Facility (WPCF) Sph 
(Project), as proposed by the City o f  Lodi (Lodi) and as described in the Dra 
E,IR (FEIR) on the Project. 

The DEIR and FEIR include 8 detailed description of  the Project, an analysis of its potential 
e n v i ~ o ~ e n t a i  effects, and an analysis of the effects ofakernatives to the Project. The DraA E R  was 
circulated for public review and comment pursuant to the provisions of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). Lodi received comments on the DEIR and provided responses to comments, 
which are contained in the FEIR. 

2. 

L.odi is proposing a 5,280 acre (includes the 1,040 acres of the existing WPCF) Sphere of Jnfluence 
around the White Slough WPCF to assure that sufficient area fur future ~ n s ~ c t i o n  of land disposal, 
storage facilities, and buffer space axe available to serve the long-term future growth under the 
existing General Plan o f  the City of Lodi. The proposed White Slough WPCP Sphere of hfluence 
is intended to provide gtidance to the San Joaquin County LMCO for individual proposals 
involving the City of Lodi and surrounding area special district’s jurisdictional changes. 

The proposed White Slough WPCF Sphere of Influence program has been designed to meet the 
following primary objectives: 

uence Pro 
Em) and 

Assure that sulicicient area for future c o ~ s t ~ c t j o n  of  land disposal and storage facilities we 
available to serve the long-term hulure growth of the City o f  Lo& [the City’s 1990 General Plan 
build out flow is estimated to be approximately 1 1.6 million gallons per day (MGD)]. 

Provide guidance to the San Joaquin County LMCO for individuaf proposals involving the City 
of Lodi and surrounding area special district’s jurisdictional changes. 

. 
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* E n c o ~ a ~ e  efficient provisions o f  community serGices an3 present dup~ication of service 
delivery. 

Avoid potential future land use conflicts ,associated with wastewater t r e a € m e ~ ~  facilities. 

0 ~ n c ~ c ~ e  local control and accountabi~ity over decisions affecting the community and i ts  fuhire 
viability 

3. 

For p u ~ o ~ e s  of CE A and the findings set forth herein, the record of proceedings for Lodi’s 
decision on the Project approval ~ncludes the following: 

. 

. 

. 
s 

. 
m 

. 
I 

I 

. 

. 

. 

The Notice of Prep~a~joi i  (NOP) of  the DEJR for the Reject; 

Any responses to the NdP; 

OLher public notices in conjunction with the Project; ’ 

Any c o ~ e n ~ s  s u b ~ ~ t t e d  by the public, other agencies, or other persons during the public 
co~Ment  period on the DEm; 

The FEER for the Project; 

The ~ ~ t j ~ a ~ ~ o n  ~ o n i ~ o ~ n ~  Program for the Project; 

A11 ~ n ~ i n ~ s  and resolutions adopted by Lodi in connection with the Project; 

Any reports, studies, memoranda, maps, and otlier p l d n g  documents relating to the Project 
prepared hy Ladi, with respect to Lodi’s c o ~ p l ~ ~ c e  with the ~ e ~ ~ i i r e ~ e n t s  of CEQA and 
with respect to Lodi’s actlon on the Project; 

Any minutes and/or transcripts of public meetings held by Lodi in connection with the 

Project; 

Maners o f c o ~ ~ ~ t n o n  knowledge to Lodi, including, but not limited to feded, state, and local 
laws and regulations; 

~ y m a t e r i a ~ ~  described in Public Resources Code section 21 167.6(e) 

The custodian o f  the documents is Konradt Bartlani, Con~munity Development Director, City of 
Lodi 
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4. F I ~ R I N ~ ~  ~ N R ~ R  CEQA 

Under CEQA, for each significant e n v ~ r o ~ ~ e n t a l  effect fdentified in an E R  for a proposed project, 
thc approving agency is to issue a written ~nding r e ~ c h ~ n g  one or more o f  following three allo~abie 
conclusions. The first allowable finding i s  that “[clhanges or alterations have been required in, or 
incorporated into, the project which avoid or substant~all~ lessen the s i ~ ~ ~ c ~ t  effects on the 
environment” (Public Resources Code (PRC), 5 21081, snhd. [a]). The second allowable finding 
is that “[t]hose changes or alterations are within the respon~ib i l i~  and jurisdiction o f  another pubiic 
agency and have been, or can aiid should be, adopted by the other agency” (PRC, 5 21081, subd. (b)). 
The third allowable conclusion is that “[s]pecific economic, legal, social, technological, or other 
considerations, including considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for hi 
mined workers, ‘made infeasible the mitigation m e a s ~ e s  or alternatives identi~ed in the 
~nv~ronmental impact report” (PRC, 5 2 1081 I subd. fc]). CEQA requires thaf the lead agency adopt 
mitigation measures or alternatives, where feasible, to avoid. or suh~tantial~y reduce s i ~ ~ f i e a n t  
environmental impacts that would otherwise occur. Project modification or a l t e ~ a t i v e ~  are not 
rcquired, however, where they ike i~~feasible or where the re~ons ib i l j~y  for m o d i ~ n g  the project 
lies with some other agency (CEQA Guidelines, 5 15091, subd. (a), [3]). Public Resources Code 
section 21061.1 defines “feasible” to mean “capable ofbe in~~ccoi~pl i shed  in a successfid manner 
within a reasonable period o f  time, raking into account economic, e n v i r o ~ e n ~ ,  social and 
technological Factors.” CEQA Guidelines section 15364 adds another factor: “legal” c o n s ~ d e ~ ~ o n s .  
(See also Citizens ofGoleta P’u!kj 1’. Board ofSrrpervisors [”Goleta n”] [I9901 52.Cal.3d 553, 565 
[276 Cal. Rptr. 4101.). 

In cases in which s i~ i f ieant  impacts are not avoided or sub~lantially lessened, the ageiicy, after 
adopting the ~ n d i n ~ s ,  may approve the project if it adopts a s t~emen t  of overriding considerations 
setting forth the reasons why the agency found that the project’s benefits are rendered a c e ~ t a h l e  
despite its unavoidable adverse environment~l effects. (CEQA ~ u i d e l i n ~ ,  $3 1.5093, 15043, subd. 
[b]). The California Supreme Court has stated that, “[tlhe wisdom of ~ p r o v i  n g . . . ~ y  development 
pmjeci, a deiicate task which requires a b a ~ ~ c i n g  of interests, is necessarily lefi to the sound 
discretion of the local officials and their constituents who are responsible for such decisions. The 
law as we interpret and’ apply it simply requires that those decisions be informed, and therefore 
balanced.’’ (Go!ern Il, 52 Cal.3d 553, 576 1276 Cal. Rptr. 4011.) 

This document presents Lodi’s findings under CEQA, relies on substantial evidence in the record 
in support of each of these findings? and presents an explanation to supply the logical step between 
the finding and the facts in the record. (CEQA Guidelines, 5 15091.). 

5. EFI?EFTS OF ~ ~ N D I N G S  

, 

’ ’ 

To the cxtent that these ~nd ings  condude that various proposed mitigation measures outlined in the 
EIR are feasible and have not heen modified, superseded or withdrawn, Lodi hereby commits to 
i ~ ~ i p l e i ~ i ~ n ~ i i ~ g  these measures. These findings, in other words, are not merely i u f o ~ a t i ~ n a l ~  but 
rather constitirk 8 set o f  obligdtiolls that will come into effect whcn Lodi approves the Project. 

3 
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I .  

. .  

ONkTORlNG ANV 

tion M o n ~ t o ~ n g  Program (MMP) has been prepared for the Project, as provided by Public 
Code {PRC) section 21081.6. Lodi will use the MMP 10 track ~ a m p l i ~ ~ e  with adopted 

gation measures. Lodi will consider the MMP during i ts  certification ofthe FER. ’ 

7. S I ~ ~ I F I C A N T  ’EFFECTS, I~ITIGATION EASURES, AND F I N ~ I N G S  

The ELR identified the following significant or potentially s i ~ i ~ c ~ t  impacts, For some impacts, 
mitigation measures are available to reduce the impact to a level of i n s i ~ n i ~ c ~ c e .  However, other 
impacts remain significant and ~iIiavoidabie. For these impacts, a rationale is provided explaining 
why the irnpacr cannot be avoided, and a Statement of Ovemding Considerations is adopted. 

4.1 

4.1.1 l ~ ~ a ~ t  

4.1.1 u ~ I ~ o u t  of the pro WPCF Spbere of ~ n ~ n e n c ~ w o n l d  be 
jnco~~jstent with s 
the Sam Joa~ujn C 
C ~ m m u n i ~  Plan, and p r o ~ i ~ i o n s  af the C o r t e s ~ ~ n o x -  

o~isions of  the City of Lodi ~ e n e r a l  Plan, 
eueral Plan, the 6an ~oaqnjn ~ a u n ~  1,odi 

~ e m e ~ t  c ~ n ~ i t i o n s  of ~ o ~ n ~  ~ o c a l  A g e n ~ ~  
Forniation C o ~ i i i i s s ~ o ~  x ” ~ ~ r ~ b e r g  Act guidel in~  

enee b u ~ ~ d o ~ ~  ~ ~ o j e c t s .  
ing the prote~tion of agr~cnltural lands on future 

4.1.lb To the extent p~ssjbie,  ~ n ~ u r e  reuse wetIand~, st 
percola~~ou hasiiis shall not be ~ o c ~ t ~ d  on lauds 
P ~ ~ i n e  F a r ~ ~ a ~ I  , Unique ~ a r m i a ~ d ,  or Farrnfa 
Signi~eance, and shall avoid c o ~ i ~ e r ~ ~ n ~  any W 

~partrnent of ~ a n s ~ ~ a t i o n  r e ~ a r  i ~ ~ i $ ~ s o n  Act Contrac~ 
t~rrnin a tion. 

With Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

Significant 0 Not Significant 

Fiiiding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

A 



Changes or alterations have heen required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the ~ i ~ i ~ c a n t  effects on the e n ~ r o ~ e ~ ~  PRC, $21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction o f  another public 
agency and have heen, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 4 21081, 
subd [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, t e c ~ n o ~ o ~ c ~ l ~  or other cons~deratio~s, jneluding 
considerations for the provision o f  employment opportunities for highly 'h-ained wbrkers, 
make infeasible the mitigation mea~ures or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact report (PRC; 5 21081, SUM. [c]). 

Rationale: 

The proposed program hiould meet City of  Lodi General Plan Land Use and Growth 
hiIanagement policies that require that the City maintain ample buffers bemeen incompatible 
land uses. The proposed VVIutc Slou W C F  Sphere ofhfluence was designed to m ~ i m i ~  
the benefits of an appropriate urban-open space interface, thus preserving open space areas 
amidst development and includes a WPCF odor buffer, mosquito buffer, a buffer to prarect 
sensitive receptors, and a buffer to reduce noxious weed growth. The proposed program 
would also include provisions to provide adequate land for d~velopment o f  public uses to 
support existing and new residential, commercial, and industrial land uses; and would 
provide for the maintenance of an adequate level of s d c e  in the City's sewer collection and 
disposal system lo meet the ~ieeds of exist in^ and projected developmen( (City of Lodi 
1991 a). The proposed pmgram i s  somewhat inconsistent, however, With City o f  Lo& General 
Plan policies to niinimize conflicts with adjacent agricultural uses. The proposed sphere 
limits are located almost entirely on agricult~al land, of  which most i s  d e s ~ ~ a t e d  as Prime 
and Unique Familand (San Joiiyuin County 2003). Some of the Prime and Unique Farmlands 
included in the, proposed Sphere of Influence are currently under the protection o f  the 
Williamson Ac.t (CDFA 2003). It should be noted that most of the existing farmland could 
be used far land applic.ation of wastewater and would not require a conversion to non- 
a ~ c u l t u r d  uses. However, depending on the final method used far w ~ t e w a t e ~  storage and 
disposal. a~culturally-designaled lands could be required for reuse wetlands, storage ponds, 
anclior percolation basins. The CDFA indicated that the conversion o f  f m l a n d s  i s  
panicularly pertinent to this program, as the program has the potential to remove a bm'er 
to further urban growth onto important Farmlands. It should be noted that the proposed 
Sphere of Influence Planning Designation would also allow for the retention of row and field 
crops and fallow gelds and would prevent land conversion of ~ i ~ p o ~ ~ t  f a ~ l ~ d s  to 
residential and other urban lands. Consistent with the San Joaquin County Habitat 
Conscivation Plan, the CDFA recaminended that the use of compensatory and strategically 
located agricultural land conservation easements be considered, as well as the provisions 
detailed in the San Joaquin County Habitat Conservation Plan (CDFA 2003). Additionally, 
the CDFA recommended consultation with the CDC regarding Williamson Act Contract 
lermindtiori, and the development of ap~~ropriate mitigation strategies. 

S 
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1 .  

. _  

The proposed program meets Sail Joaquin County %ei~erai. Plan Mai iageni~t  Housing 
Element policies, as the proposed Sphere of Influence was designed to maximize the 
benefits of an appropriate urban-open space interface and would include buffers to 
compatibly integrale into the nei~hbor~ioods it could ultiinatel~ serve. The proposkd 
program i s  somewhat inconsistent however, with §an Joaquin County General Plan 
policies to provide for the protection of agricultura1,lands needed for the continuation of 
comrnerciai agricultural enterprises, small-scale farming operations, and the preservation 
o f  open-space; recognition of  agricultural lands that contain coiicentrations of smaIl-scale 
agz-icu~tural operations and dwellings; and to minimize the impact on agiculture in the 
transition of agricultural areas to urban development. As previously stated, the proposed 
program would be located almost entirely on agricultural !and, of which most is 
designated as Prime and Unique Farmland. However, most of the existing farmland, could 
be used for !and application of  wastewater and would not require a conversion to non- 
agriculiural uses. Under the Community Organi~ation and Development Pattern Growth 
~ccommodation Element of the General Plan, Objective 3 provides for the mi~imization 
ofthe effect of growth on agricultural lands and other e n ~ i r o ~ e n t a 1  resources, while 
providing for ordcriy growth (§an Joaquin County 1992a). The proposed program does, 
10 some extent. minimize effects o f  growth on agricultural land as existing farmland 
could be used Tor I d  application of wastewater and would not require a conversion to 
non-agr~cul~uraI uses. However, a ~ c u l ~ ~ r a l l y - d e s i ~ a t e d  land could be required for reuse 
wetlands, storage ponds, and/or percolation basins, which would convert agniculturally- 
designated land. 

The proposed program i s  somewhat inconsistent with a portion of the San Joaquin 
County Lodi Community Plan as it could impact agricultural lands between Eight Mile 
Road in Stockton and Harncy Lane in Lodi (San Joaquin County 1992b) and eliminate a 
portion of the open space between these communities that helps to define the edges of 
each City and provides both visual relief and a sense of identity for each community (San 
Joaquin County 1992.b). If  any of these lands were used far future storage ponds and/or 
percolation basins, it would convert agncultural uses and eliminate a portion of the open 
space bu.ffer between Ludi and Stockton. 

The proposed program i s  consisteni with most of the policy elements of the Cortese- 
Knax-Hertzberg Act and would promote planned, orderly and efficient development as 
per Seciion 56377 of the Co~ese- ox-~ertzberg Act. However, the proposed program 
rnay iiat guide d e v e l ~ p ~ e n t  away from prime a ~ i c ~ ~ l t ~ r a l  lands uses if reuse w e ~ l ~ ~ s ,  
siorage ponds, andlor percolation basins were located on lands designated as such. 

T ~ G  proposed program is consisteni with San Joaquin County LMCO criteria and 
gidelines. 

111 summary, the proposed program is inconsistent with some provisions o f  the City o f  
Lodi General Plan, the §an joayuin County General Plan, the San Joaquin County Lodi 
Community Plan, and the ~ o ~ e s e ~ ~ o x - ~ ~ e ~ z b e r ~  Act. 



With no mitigation available beyond following the ~ i d e l i n e s  and policies ofthe San 
Joaquin County LAFCO, provisions of  the C o ~ ~ e - K n o x - ~ ~ ~ , b e r g  Act as closely as 
possible and ~mplementa~ion of Mi t i~a~ion  Measure 4.1 .1b, this impact is considered 
signi~caui and uua~,oidable after mi~i~at ion.  

4.1.3 of pact 

iidout of  tbe proposed 
nd use coufli~ts with pr 

nnenc~ could re 
a the propQsed 

l n ~ ~ e n c e  l ~ ~ i ~ ~  and could req~ire  the ~ c q u ~ ~ i ~ ~ o a  of private 

S i ~ n i ~ c a n c e  

Potentially S i ~ i f i c ~ t  
i 

4.1.3 Upon Spherc of  ~ n ~ u e n ~ c  b u ~ i d o ~ ~  p r o v ~ d ~  ap rapriate c o ~ p e n s a t i o ~  ta 
erty owners as necessa~r, in c n ~ p l i ~ n c e  with feder~l and state law. 

With ~ i t i ~ a ~ ~ O R  the Effects are found to be: 

CI Significant Not Significant 

F i i i~ in~(s )  per Public ~esources Code, Section 2 1081 : 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s i ~ i ~ c a n t  effects on the e n ~ r o ~ e ~ t  (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or c m  and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, $ 21081, 
subd. iblj. 

a 

El Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision o f  employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitiga~io~i measures or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact repoft (FRC, 9 21081, subd. [c]). 

4.1.4 The proposed W P ~ ~  S p ~ e r e  o f  l u ~ u ~ n c ~  jnclu~es agricu~turai~~-designa~ed 
lands. i i ~ c ~ u ~ i n g  p r o p c ~ ~  u u ~ e r  ~ i l l j ~ ~ s a a  Act Contrac~.  

I 



cane(: 

Significant 

With Mitigat~on the Effects are found to be: 

Significant Not Significant 

~inding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

€2 Changes or alt~rations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o r a t ~  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on the environment (PRC, $j 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibili~ and jurisdiction o f  another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 4 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerat~ons, including 
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i r o ~ ~ t a ~  
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [c]). 

c1 

Ratjonale~ 

As discussed undcr Land U s ~ / A ~ e u ~ t u r a l  Resources lmpaet 4.1 . l ,  the proposed 
program area would be almost entirely comprised of a ~ c u l t ~ a l  land, of which most 
is designated as Prinie and Unique Farmland (San Joaquin County 2003). Some of the 
Pi-ime a i d  Unique Farinlands included in the proposed Sphere o f  Influence are 
currently under the protection o f  the ~ i l l i a ~ s o n  Act (CDFA 2003). As also 
previously discussed under Land Use/.4~~cultural Resources Impact 4.1.1, Sphere of 
I.nfluence buildout would be inconsistent with some of the policies and guidelines of 
the City of Lodi General Plan, the San Joaqujn County General Plan, the San Joaquin 
County Lodi Cpmmunity Plan, and the ~ ~ ~ e s e - ~ ~ x - ~ ~ ~ z b ~ r ~  Act, as it could 
poteutiaiiy inctudc rcuse wetlands, storage ponds, andlor percolation basins on 
agriculiural lands. 

Based on the City o f  Lodi General Plan E.R, Chapter 4, the development of 
agn'cultura! larids to urban laud uses under the General Plan would allow for 
conve.rsiori o f  approximately 1,550 acres of pi-ime agricultural land. The General Plan 
ER identified that implementalion of planned growth under the General Plan would 
result in a signifkant and unavoidable impact to agricultural lands (City of Lodi 



1990). TIIC San Joaquin County General Plan EIR indicates that about 32,280 acres o f  
prime fainiland would be removed fcom the County to a c c o ~ o d a t ~  future 
residential and eniployment growth, Similar to the. City of Lodi General Plan, 
implementation o f  planned growth under the County General Plan would also result 
in significant and unavoidable impacts to agricultural land (Sari Joaquin County 
1992~).  Therefore, the conversion o f  agricultural land associated with future buildout 
o f  the proposed Sphere of tnfluence would be consistent with growth aecomlnod~tjn~ 
findings ofboth General Plan documents. 

As previously discussed under Land U s e / A ~ c u l t u r ~ l  Resources Impact 4.1 . I ,  the 
CDFA indicated that the conversion o f  farmlands'is particularly ~ e ~ ~ n ~ n t  to this 
program, as the p i -opm has the potential lo remove a banier to further urban growth 
onto important farmlands (CDFA 2003). It should be noted that the proposed Sphere 
of Influence Planning Designation would also allow for the retention of row and field 
crops and fallow fields and would prevent Iand conversion of imporlant farmlands to 
residential and other urban lands. This i s  considered a beneficial impact. 

Reconfiguring the proposed Sphere of Influence would not eliminate the future 
impact on agriculturally-designaled lands, as most of the lands in the vicinity ofthe 
WPCF are agriculturally-desi~ated lands and include prbperty under Williamson Act 
Contracts. This impact to a~iculturally-designated lands, including property under 
~ ~ i ~ l ~ ~ ~ o n  Act Contract, i s  considered significant. 

Although it is not possible to provide for wastewater storage and disposal facilities for 
City o f  Lodi General Plan buildout flow conditions without including a ~ c u l t ~ a l l ~  
designated lands, this impact is still considered ~ i ~ ~ i ~ ~ a n ~  and un~vojdable after 
mitigation. 

4.1.5 ~ u i l d o u t  ofthe propo~ed ~~~C~ ~ p h e r e  of  Inffuence eoul 
fu~ure  con~ersion of agriculturslly-designated  land^, ~ d d i n ~  to the toss of 
~ r n ~ o r ~ a ~ i t  ~ a r ~ i a n d  in San ~ l o a q u j ~  C o u n ~ .  Loss of prod~iction from these 
lands eauld have an adverse effect on the overall ~ ~ r ~ e u ~ t u r a ~  e e o ~ o ~ y .  

4.1.5b I ~ p l e ~ e u t  the use of  .~griculture-Urban eserve Zones and the use o f  S i n  
Joaqiiin e o u n ~ y  gu~deline5 for the con~,ersjon of ~gricul tura~ tand on future 
~ 1 ' ~ ~  Sptiere of ~ n ~ ~ c I i c e  ~ u ~ ~ d o u ~  proj~ets. 



Wjih Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

Significani 0 Not Significant 

Finding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

a Changes or alterations have been required-ii, or i n c o ~ o ~ a t e d  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the ~ ~ g n i ~ c a n t  effects on ihe e n v i r o n m ~ t  (P C, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or aiteraiions are within rhe ~espons ib i l i~  and jurisdiction'of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency CpRC, 8 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

CI 
I 

Specific economic, legal, social, t e c ~ o l o ~ c a ~ ,  or otber c o n s i d ~ a ~ o n s ,  including 
c.onsideratio~ls for the provision of employment o ~ p o ~ u n i t ~ e s  for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the midgation measures or alternatives id en ti^^ in the e n v i r o ~ e n t a l  
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [c]). 

Rationale: 

As previously described under Land U s e / ~ ~ ~ c u l t ~ r a l  Resources Impacts 4.1 .I and 
4.1.4, buildout of the proposed WPCF Sphere of Influence could result in the loss of 
farmland. The proposed ~ r o g r ~  would be locate@ almost entirely on agricultural 
land, ofwhich most is designated as Prime and Unique F m l a n d  (San Joaquin 
County 2003). Some of the Prime and Unique Farmlands included in the proposed 
Sphere of ~ ~ u e n c e  are currently under the protection of the Williamson Act (CDFA 
2003). Most of  the existing  arml land could be used for land application of  wastewater 
and would not require a conversion to non-a~cul tural  uses. This i s  considered a 
beneficial impact of the proposed program. However, depending on the final method 
used for wastewater storage and disposal, a~culturally-designated land could he 
required for reuse wetlands, storage ponds, and/or percolation basins. 

Based on the City of Lodi General Plan Em, Chapter 4, the development of 
agriculturai lands to urban land uses under the General Plan would allow for 
conversion o f  approximately 1,550 acres of prime agricultural land. The San Joaquin 
County General Plan EIR indicates that about 32,280 acres of prime familand would 
he removed From the County to ae.c.ommodate future residential and employment 
growth. The.refore, the conversion of a ~ ~ c u ~ ~ u r a l  land associated with future buildout 
of the proposed Sphere o f  Influence would be consistent with growth accommod~tin~ 
findings of both General Plan documents. However, this conversion would be in 
addition to anticipated farmland conversions associated with urban growth of the City 
of Lodi, the City of Stockton, and San Joaquin County in general. It should be noted 
that the potential future rise ofpercolation basins is rural in nature and does not 
prcclirde siles from being used as farmland in che future. This would be considered a 
significant cumulativc impact. 
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Under the Community Orgaiiiza~~on and Develbpment Pattern Growth 
~ceonimodation Element of the San Joaquin County General Plan, the minimiza~~on 
of the effect of growth on agricultural lands and other, e n v i ~ ~ ~ t ~ l  resources, while 
providing for oi-deriy growth is provided far. Potential cumulative impacts on' 
important fannlarid in t i le County would be minimized though the use of 
~ ~ c u ~ t u r e ~ ~ ; r b a ~  Reserve Zones and the use of guidelines for the conversion o f  
ayicuitural land. 

Al thou~h it would not be possible to provide for wasJewater storage and disposal 
facilities for City of Lodi Genera1,PIan buildout flow conditions without including 
agiicul~urally-designated lands, this impact is still considered c u ~ u l a t j ~ e ~ y  
s~gn i~cant  and una~oidab~e after mitigation. 

4.2 

4.2.1 i ~ ~ a c ~  

4.2.1 ~onstruction of f a ~ i ~ ~ t i e s  a~~ociated wit ~ u i l d o u ~  of the proposed WPCF 
Sphere o f  ~ n f l n ~ u c e  an soils with buiId~ng con~t~aints  could i ~ p a i r  the f ~ u ~ i o u  
of the f a c i ~ i t ~ e ~  an /or c r ~ a ~ e  bazar 

Potentially Significant 

~ ~ i t ~ g ~ ~ i o n  ~ ~ e a s n r c s  

4.2.1 Prior to final de~ign and ~onstruet~on of facj l~t ie~ associate with bui~dout of  
posed W P C ~  S ~ b e ~ e  of  ~ n ~ n ~ n c e ,  the City shall c o n d i ~ ~ ~  a d ~ t a ~ l e  
o~e~huical  ~ t u d ~ .  
rated into the Final d~s ign  and cans~ruct~on for the project aecord~ng 

e c o m ~ e n d a t i o ~ s  from this s~udy  shall be 

e n ~ i n ~ e r i n ~  ~ractiees. 

With ~ ~ i ~ g a t ~ o n  the Effects are found to be. 

a Significant Not Significant 

F I n ~ ~ ~ ~ ( s )  per Public Resources Code, Sectlon 21081 : 

Changes or alterauons have heen required in, or incorporated into, the project ~ h i c h ~ i ~ ~ a t e  
or avoid the significant effeets on the environment (PRC, 5 22081, suhd. [a]) 

c1 Those changes or alterations are within the responsibi~ity and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, OT can and should he, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 4 21081, 
suhd. [b]). 



Specific economic, iegal, social, technological, or other consi~eration~, ~ n c l u d i n ~  
~ons jd~ra t i~ i i s  for the provision of ~ p l o ~ e n ~  'oppo~uni~ies for hi ly trained workers, 
rilake infeasible the n~itigation measures or alternatives identified the e n v i r o ~ ~ ~ a i  
iinpact report (PRG, 5 21081, subd. [c]). 

~ ~ ~ a c ~  

nstructinn of  f a ~ i ~ ~ t ~ e s  a ~ s o c ~ ~ t e d  ~ i ~ h  buildout of the prnpn~ed W ~ C ~  
here o f  I~fluence cnu1.d tei~pnrarily expo§e soils to wind and water erosion 

e ~ r n p n ~ e d  pro 

0 

4.2.2 

Signi~cance 

Potentia~ly S i ~ i ~ c ~ ~  

I 

is1 future WPCF 
ee shall nbta~n a 

ects that occur ~ ~ i ~ b i n  the proposed Sphere o f  
ce o f , ~ n ~ e n t  and c o ~ p l y   wit^ the C e n ~ r ~ l  Val~ey 

ality Coutr~l  Bnar 's  genera^ P e r ~ i t  fnr st or^ ~ ~ t e r  
d with Construc~iou A c ~ i ~ ~ t ~ e s .  

With h4irigation the Effects are found to he: 

0 Significant Not S i ~ i ~ c a n t  

~ i n d ~ n ~ ( s )  per Public Resources Code, Section 21 08 1: 

U 

n 

4.7 

4.7.2 

Changes or altera~ions have been required in, or i n ~ o ~ o r d t ~  into, the project which ~ t j ~ a t ~  
or avoid the s i ~ i ~ c a ~ t  effects on the ~nvi r~nment  (PRC, 4 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision o f  employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the i~i t iga~lon rneasiires or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact reporl (PRC, 9 21081, subd. [c]). 

l ~ p a c ~  

4.7.2 F a ~ i i ~ ~ i e ~  associated with bu~ldout of the propo~ed WPCF Sphere of 
~ ~ i ~ u e ~ c e  could result in ~ ~ n d i n g  iinp~ets. 
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Potentially Significant 

4.7.2 Poteut~a~ ~uture ~'~~~ p r o ~ e c ~ ~  that ~ ~ u r  within t E ~roposed Sphere of 
s a y  approva1~ from the ~ e u t r a ~  Valley 
and the issued Waste ~ i ~ c h a r g e  R~qu~remen~s ,  

ederal E i i i er~~ncy  ~ a n a g e m e n t  ~ g ~ a c y ,  and 
o o d i ~ ~  i ~ p a c ~ .  

With ~ i ~ i g a t j o n  the Effects are found to be: 

E l  Significant Not Significant 

~jndjng(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 2108 1 ; 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s i ~ i i ~ c a n ~  effects on the environment (PRC, i j  21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the r e s ~ o n s i b i l ~ ~  and jurisd~c~ion of another p u b k  
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, tj 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
con~idera~ions for the provision of e n i p I o ~ e n t  oppo~unit~es for h i g ~ ~ ~  ~ a ~ n e d  w5rke~s, 
make infeasible the mitiga~ion measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i r o ~ e n t a l  
impact report (PRC, 5; 21081, subd. [c]) .  

D 

0 

4.7.3 I ~ p a c t  

4.7.3 ~ac i l~ t j c s  ~ s ~ o ~ ~ ~ t ~ d  with ~ u ~ ~ d ~ u t  of  the proposed WVCF Sphe~e  o f  
~ n ~ u ~ n c ~  could result in i m p ~ c ~ s  to ~roundw~ter .  

S ~ g n ~ ~ c a n c e  

Potentially S i ~ ~ ~ c a n ~  

~ ~ ~ ~ ~ g a ~ i o n  ~ e a s u r ~ s  

4.7.3a Poteutia~ future W CF projects that occur w i ~ h i n  the proposed Sphere of  
I n ~ u e n ~ e  shall be I cated such that ~oteutial  roundw water i ~ p a c ~ s  are 

ed i o  the e x t ~ n ~  poss~ble. 

13 
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th tile ~ ~ n t r a ~  Valley ~egjonal  lity Control 
u ~ o l i c y  with r e~pee t  to er. Such 

crjter~a to ~ a i n  in ~ e ~ a r a ~ o n  of wetland  an^ 
ndwater, testin of wastewat,er prior to iand 

a p ~ l i c ~ t i o n  to ensure that r e ~ u l a t o ~  s ~ a n d a r ~ s  for r ~ e ~ a i m e d  w a t ~ r  are met, 
~ o ~ i t o r i n ~  wells, and/or a ~ r o u n d w a ~ e r  m o n i ~ o r ~ n ~  p r f f ~ r a ~ , .  

With Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

D Significant Not S i ~ ~ ~ c a n t  

Finding(s) per PuhliF Resources Code, Section 2108 I : 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o ~ t e d  into, the project which ~ j t i ~ ~ ~ e  
or avoid the s i ~ ~ ~ c ~ ~  erfects on the e n v i r o ~ e n t  (PRC, 5 22081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or al\erations are within the r e spons ib i~ i~  and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have. been. or c a i  arid should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 8 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

U 

CI Specific economic, legal, social, tec~ological, or other consid~Fions, i n c ~ n d i ~ g  
considerations for .the provision of employment o p ~ o r f ~ ~ t i e s  for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible ,the ~ni~igacio~ measures. OF alternatives identified in the e n ~ i r o ~ ~ t a l  
iiiipact reporf (PRC, $21081, subd. [GI). 

4.7.4 r ~ p a c t  

4.7.4 ~ o ~ s t r n c ~ i o n  of f a c ~ ~ i t j ~  ~ s o c i ~ ~ ~  with buildout of tbe propos~d 
0 ~ 1 u ~ n e u e e  could r e s ~ l t  iu i n ~ p a c ~ s  to s u r ~ a c e  water qua~ity. 

S i ~ u ~ r i e ~ n c e  

Potc~~ially Significant 

itigatjon ~ c a s ~ r e ~  

With Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

0 Significant Not Significant 

Finding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081 : 



Changes or alterations have been required in, or j n c o ~ o ~ a ~ e d  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s j ~ i ~ c a n t  effects on the e i i v i r o n m e n t ' ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  5 21081, subd:[a]) 

'l'l,ose changes or alterations are within the r e ~ p o n s i b i ~ i ~  and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been. or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (&C, $21081, 
subd. (b]). 

U 

c1 Specific economic, legal, social, technological,' or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision of e m p l o ~ ~ n t  o ~ p o ~ u n ~ t i e s  for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the i i i i ~ i ~ d ~ i o n  measures or alternatives identified in the e n ~ i r o n m ~ t ~  
impact report (PRC, 9 21081, subd. [GI). 

4.7.5 l ~ p a c t  

a regional §t~ndpoi  t, cumu~ative development in the City of Lodi am 
San ~ J o a q ~ i R  C o ~ n ~  coul expose people and ~ ~ r i i c t u r e ~  to bazard~ 
~ssoc ia~ed  with local and regionai ~ooding. 

~ i ~ n ~ ~ c a u c ~  

Potentially Significant 

~ i t j g a ~ i o u  ~ e a s u r e s  

4.7.5 l m  ~ i g a t ~ o u  ~ ~ a s u r e  4.7.2 on future WPCF S p ~ e r e  of I n ~ u e n e ~  
bu cts. 

With ~ i ~ i g a t i o n  the Effects are found to be: 

C l  S ~ g i i i ~ ~ a i ~ t  Not ~ i ~ j ~ c a n t  

Finding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21 081 : 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or inco~orated into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on the environment (PRC, § 21081, subd. [a]) 

'Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRG,'$ 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

ci 

a Specific economic, legal, social, ~echnologjcal, or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision of e ~ p l o ~ ~ e ~ ~ t  opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the env~ron~enta l  
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [el). 

4.7.6 ~lJlpt3Ct 



4.7.6 From a r c ~ j o n ~ l  perspective, cumirlative'development in the City of  Lodi, tbe 
City of S t o c ~ ~ o u ,  and San Joa~uju C o ~ a ~  could iucrea~e the poten~ia1 for 
surf~ee and  roundw water de~rada~jon. 

S ~ ~ u ~ ~ c a n c e  

Potentially S ~ ~ i ~ c ~ l  

4.7.6a P o t e ~ t ~ a l  f~lture ~ ' P C F  p r o j ~ c ~ s  that occur ~ ~ t ~ ~ n  t osed ~ p h e r e  of 
i r e ~ e n z ~  from the ~ e ~ c e  shall ablaiu all n e ~ e s s a ~  Was~e  ~ i s c i i  

Central ~ ~ l l e ~  ~eg iona l  ~ a ~ e r  Q u a ~ i ~  Co~trol 

4.7.6b ~ ~ ~ p i e ~ e n r  ~ ~ i t ~ ~ a  
1 ~ ~ u E n c c  buj ldn~  

a ~ e ~ s M r ~ s  4.7.3a and 4.7.3b on future WPCF Sphere of  

With M~tigat~on the Effects are found to be: 

III S i ~ i ~ ~ ~ t  Not S i ~ j f i c a n t  

Fiiidin~(s) per Publlc Resources Code, Sectlon 21081' 

1 7 ~ 7 9 ~  1 

U 

a 

4.8 

4.8.2 

Changes or alterations have been r e q ~ l i r ~  in, or inco~orated into, the projwt which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on the e n ~ i ~ o ~ e i ~ t  (PRC, $21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or ~l~erations are within the responsibili~ and j ~ s d j e ~ o n  of  ~ o ~ e r  public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
considerations for the provision of e ~ p l o ~ i s e ~ t  o p p o r t ~ i t ~ e s  for tughly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact report (PRC, $ 21081, sub& [c]). 

~mpact 

4.8.2 ~ons~ruction of  f ~ e i ~ i t ~ e s  a ~ s o c i a t ~  with b~iidout of the propos CF Sphere 
of ~ n ~ u e ~ ~ ~ e  eould ~ e n ~ r a ~ ~  s~Iort-term emissioI~s from construction ~ctivjties. 
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1 .  

~ i t ~ ~ ~ t ~ o n  ~ ~ e a s u r e ~  

4.8.2a Po~entiaI ~iiture ~ ~ P c F  p r o ~ e c t ~  in the p r o p o s ~  Sphere of 
San Joaqu~n VaIIe~ U n ~ ~ e d  Air Poll 

~ r d i ~ ~  the A u t h o r i ~  to ~ons truc t  an 
~ e r m i ~  to O~erate.  

4.8.2b Poteut~al ~ ~ i ~ r e  WPCF pro~ects that occur ~ i ~ h i n  the 
j n ~ u e ~ ~ c e  shall be required to reduce ~ar t i cu la~e  emis 

u i a ~ ~ o n  VlII ( F ~ ~ i  

~ 0 ~ ~ ~ .  

ntial future ~ ~ P ~ F  ~ r o j ~ c t ~  that occur  hi^ the 
ence shall p r o ~ e r l ~  maintain eq~ipment to reduc 

Wlth Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

El Slgnlficant Not S i ~ i ~ c ~ ~  

Findtng(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 21 081: 

Changes or alterabons have been required in, or incorporated mto, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the ~ i ~ ~ ~ c ~ t  effects on the e n ~ i r o ~ e n t  (PRC, 6 21081, subd. [a]) 

U Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and j ~ s d i ~ t i o n  of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, $21081, 
subd. [b]). 

El Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other considerations, including 
~ ~ n s j d e r a t i o ~ ~  for the provision of employment oppo~un~ties for highly trained workers, 
make i n f ~ a s ~ b ~ e  the initigation m e ~ u ~ e s  or a l t ~ ~ a t i v e s  i d ~ n t i ~ ~ d  in the ~ ~ v ~ r o ~ ~ n t a l  
impact report (PRC, 9 21081, subd. [c]).  

4.8.3  inp pact 

4.8.3 C o I ~ s ~ r u ~ t ~ o ~  of facilj~~es ~ s s o c ~ a ~ e d  vvirh bujldont of  the ~roposed ~ P C F  

~ i c j n i [ ~ .  
eu~rate obje~tionable odors in the pro~ram 
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ation ~ e a s u r e s  

.3 Potentia~ rutiire WPCF p ~ o j e c ~ s  that oecur witbin the proposed Sphere of 
uence shall inclii e an odor buffer of a p p r o ~ ~ ~ a t e l y  500 feet to p r o ~ e e ~  

e W h i ~ e  $ lQu~h WPCF from odor ~ ~ p a c t s .  

With Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

fl Significant Not S ~ ~ i f i c ~ t  

F i n ~ i n ~ ( ~ )  per Public Resources Code, Section 21 08 I : 

Changes or alteiations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o r a t ~  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on the e n v i r o ~ e n t  (PRd, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are w i t h  the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRG, $ 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

El 

K'l Specific economic, legal, social, tec~ological ,  or other consid~rations, i n c l u d ~ ~  
c~)nsideratjons for the provision of e m p l o ~ e n t  oppo~unities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the niitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [c ] ) .  

4.8.4 In~pact  

4.8.4 ~ u ~ l d o ~ ~  of the propos W P C ~  Sphere o f ' ~ n ~ u e ~ c e  would a~commodate  
~ r o w i b  ~ ~ s o c ~ a ~ e  wjlb the bu~ldout of the City of Lodi G e ~ ~ e r a l  

Plan, resul l in~ in i n c r ~ a ~ e d  urban d e ~ e ~ o p I ~ e ~ ~  and B eon ti nu in^ p a ~ e r n  of 
nrbani~ation in the Ssn Jo~quin  ~ B l i e ~  Air Basin. The overall cumu~ative 
effect of  new d e v e l o p ~ e u ~  throiig~~out the air basin w o u ~ d  slow the rate of' 
i R I p ~ o v ~ , ~ n ~ a t  ~ ~ i d / o r  require enactment o f  mare str~ngent coatrol ~ e a ~ u r ~ s  
~ h r ~ u ~ l i o ~ ~  the basin. 

S ~ ~ n i ~ c a n c e  

Significant 

4.8.4 IInplemen~ the City of Lodi 
~ o a q u i n  Valley linilied Air ~ o ~ i n ~ i o n  Control policies, the 1994 

eneral Plan air qi~aljty policies, the $an 

1s 



t ~ e r n ~ n s ~ r a t i ~ n  Plan gnd A ~ e n d e d  2002 and 2005 
Ian, and the Californ~a m lean Air Act Trienn~a1'~rogress 

CF Spliere o f  l ~ ~ i i e a c e  b u ~ l d o u ~  projects. 

With Miligation the Effects are found to be: 

Ll Significant Not S ~ ~ f i c ~ n t  

~~nding(s )  per Public Resources Code, Section 2108 I :  

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n ~ ~ o r a t e d  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects onthe e n v i r o ~ e n i  (FRC, 8 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction o f  another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, fi 21081, 
subd. PI). 

. 

U 

I 

c1 Specific economic, legal, social, tec~iological, or other considerations, including 
considerations For the provision of  e m p l o ~ e n t  opportunities for h i ~ ~ y  trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environn~ental 
impact report (PRC, $ 21081, suhd. [c ] ) .  

' 

potential future Iand a p~ieation of wastewater w~thin 
F Sphere o ~ ~ n ~ u e n e ~  i ~ ~ t s  could invol~,e the growin 

wastewater, wh~cb   create^ a conce~n 
to health threats assQcia~ed with the trea 

~ ~ ~ n ~ ~ c a n c e  

Potentially Signi~cant 

~ ~ i ~ i ~ a ~ i o a  ~ e a s u r € s  

otentja~ future CF projects that occur w ~ ~ l ~ j n  the ropascd Sphere of 
In~u€nce  sha11 oh~airi all neeess 
Services sad the Central Valley 
aceordanc~ with ~ € c t i o n  60323 of the ~ a t e r  R ~ c ~ c l i n g  Cr~t~ria ,  Article 7, 
C ~ ~ s ~ ~ e r  3, Djvision 4? Title 22, ~ a l i f o r n ~ a  Code of  Regulatjo~s. 

TVith Mitigation the Effects arc found to be: 

U Significant Not Significant 
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F ~ n d ~ n g ( ~ )  per Publlc Resources Code, Section 21 081 : 

a 

c1 

4.9.4 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o r a t ~  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s i ~ ~ j ~ ~ a n ~  effects on the environnient (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [a]j 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adoptkd by the other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or 'athex considerations, including 
considerations for the provision of ~ r n p l o ~ e n ~  o p p o ~ u n ~ t i e ~  for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible rhe mitigation measures or alteniatives i d ~ n ~ i ~ ~  in the e n v i r o ~ e n t a l  
impact report (PRC, $21081, subd. [c]). 

' 

4.9.4 FaciIi~ie§ a s ~ o c i a t e ~  with b ~ ~ d o u t  of the p r o ~ o s ~ d  W~~~ Sphere of 
l n ~ u c ~ c e  could expose pr 
potentjal adverse ~ea1th"reIatcd effects by exposing  he^ l o  niosquito~s~ 
 hie^ can carry s c r i o ~ s  b u n ~ a ~  illne~ses. 

r a ~  area r e ~ ~ d e u t ~  to d ~ s c o m f o ~  ~uisanees, and 

~ o t ~ ~ i a i l y  S i ~ ~ ~ c a ~ ~  

4.9.4 Potential f u t ~ ~ r e  W CF p r o j e ~ s  tbat occur within the 
uence shall iuc l~de  a b~ifrer zone around m0squito"breeding habi~at to 
ress health-reIa~ed effec~s ~ssoc ia~ed  with mosq~i~oes .  

With ~ ~ ~ i ~ a t i o n  the Effects are found to be 

El Significant Not Significant 

F i i~d ing~s~  per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

Changes or alterations have bee11 required in, or j n c o ~ o ~ ~ ~  into, thepraject which mitigate 
or avoid the s i~~ i i f i can~  effects on the environmen~ VRC, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

D Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should hc, adopted by thc other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
sohd. [b]). 
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0 Specific economic, legal, social, t ~ ~ ~ l o g i c a l ,  or 'other co i i~de~a t~ons ,  including 
considerations for the provision of e ~ p l o ~ e n t  oppo~uni t~es  for highly trained workers, 
makc infeasible the mitigalion measures or altt%natives identified in the envi ron~en~al  
impact report (PRC, $21081, suhd. [GI)., 

4.9.5 Impact 

4.9.5 i i ~ ~ i e s  a ~ ~ # c ~ a t ~ d  with buildoMt ere of 
~ i e ~ c e  cQMld iM~erfere with desi ns at the 

rag Strip and the Lodi Air Park as a result of ~ i g r a ~ o ~  birds. 

S i ~ u i ~ c a n ~ e  

Potentially S i ~ ; ~ c ~ t  

ation ~ e a s M r e ~  1 

prQject~ t h a ~  OccMr~Witb~n the pro~osed Sphere of 
a separati~n d~stanee between airport faejlitjes and 

With Mitigation the EEects are found to be: 

U S i ~ ~ c a n t  

Finding(s) per Public Resources Code, Section 2I081: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o ~ t e d  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s i ~ ~ ~ c a n f  effects on the ~ v i r o ~ e n t  (FRC, $ 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the respons;bili~ and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, ox can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 5 2 108 1, 
subd. [b]). 

D Spccific economic, legal, social, technoiog~cal, or other cons~dera~io~s, including 
considerations for the provision o f  einployment opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mi t~ga t io~  measures or nltcrnatives identified in the environmental 
impact report (PRC, 4 21081, subd. [c] ) .  

4.1 0 

4.10.5 ~ n i p a c ~  

4.10.5 ~ a e j ~ i ~ i e s  ~s~oc ia ted  with h i 1  e pr#~osed ~ P C ~  Sphere of Influence 
could restilt in the loss of w~tlands. 



4.10.5a As a condjt~on of  issuance of B r a d i n ~  permit associa~ed with 
p o ~ n t i a l  ~uturc WPCF projec that occur w i ~ h ~  the propo~cd 
Sphere of In~ucnce ,  t e City of Lodi shall require avo 
sensitive biological resources, including wetlands and "waters of  tbe 
U.S." (see Figure 4.10 
possibie, the City of 
oo sensit~ve biolo 

For p o t e ~ t i a ~  fiIture ~ P ~ F  projects that oecnr within 
Sphere of lufluence that result r'a unavoidabl~ i m p a ~  

aters of the U.S.," the City of Ladi shall obtain 
fo~low~ng p e r ~ i t s  prior to issuance of the gra 

anee o f  ~ e n s ~ ~ ~ y e  resources i s  not 
the p r o j ~ e ~  to m i n i n i ~ c  i m p a e ~  

' 

4.10.5b 

S~etion 401 water q n a ~ i ~ y  certi~cation o aivcr From the Ccntral 
Valley ~ e g ~ o n a i  ~ a ~ e r  Q n a I ~ ~  Control rd; a See~ion 404 wetland 

it from the Army Corps of E~~glueers;  and a Sec~ion 1601 
Streambed ~ l t e r a ~ i o n  AgreeInent from the CaliFornia ~ e p a ~ m e n t  O f  

The above  perm^^ are l i ~ e l y  to contaiii §~~pulations that require the 
City to c o ~ ~ ~ l e ~ e  some or stt OF the rollowin 

~ ~ ~ n i ~ i z a t i o u  of  i ~ ~ a ~ t s  to s ~ n s ~ t i v c  biologica~ resources; 
Constructiou-related avoi~anee and protec~ion af onsite seus~tjye 
b ~ o l o ~ i e a ~  ~esources (Le. constructjon worker ~ ~ a ~ n i n g ,  i~ s t a~ la t ion  
of proteelive ~ ~ ~ n ~ g e  and ~ e n ~ i n ~ ,  onsite ~ n n i t o r i n  
of e~ffstruc~off sites and acecss roa 
On- or offsite co nsat~on for iinavoidab~e impacts to sens~tive 
bio~ogieal resou Typic~i c o m ~ e ~ s a t o ~  ~it igatian 
requirements would include two to three acres o F ~ ~ e s e r v ~ d  and 
~ e ~ l o r ~ d  b a b i t a ~  for eaeh acre of  impacted b a b i t a ~  There is a 
fortujtou~ c o ~ p a t i ~ j l i ~ y  of onsite h a ~ i t a t  preservation and 
~ e s t o r ~ t ~ a ~  Oppo~uI~ i t~es  assaciat~d with the C 
I n  addit~on, the San Joaquin Council of Gnvernmcnts (SJCOG, 
Inc.) ir irnplementjng a ~ a b j ~ a t  and  en Space C o n s e ~ a t ~ o n  
Program that could complete offsite ~ a b i t a t  rcstoratiou and 
~ r e ~ e ~ v a t i o n  on beha~f  OF the City of  Lodi. 

* 

r e s e ~ e  area. 
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~ i n a l  c~mpensatory u~itiga~iou r e q u ~ r e m e n ~  for f I ~ ~ u r e  WPCF praject 
Sphere of.Iufluence buil 
f the per mi^ refer~ed to 

on sensitive ~ io lng~eal  r~sources, the City of 
d ~ ~ , j d u a ~  r e ~ u l a t o ~  agencies for more ~ e t a i l s  

regard jn~ ~ n a l  coInpensato~ mitigation reqiijrements for the project. 
The City shall comp~y with s~ ipul?t io~s  ~ncluded in permits required 

for the propose 

With Mitigation tile Effects are found to be: 

U Significant Not S i~ i f i can t  

Finding(s) per Pubiic Resources Code, Section 21081: 

Changes or altera~ons have been required in, or i n ~ ~ o r a t ~  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the s i ~ i i ~ c a n (  effects on tbe e n v ~ r o ~ e n t  (PRC, § 21 081, subd. [a]) 

0 Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and j ~ s d i c t i o n  of  anotha public 
agency and have been; or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 5 21 081, 
subd. [b]). 

U Specific economic, legal, social, tec~ologieal, or other cons~derations, including 
considerations for the provision o f  ~ n i p l o ~ c n ~  opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environ~ental 
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [c]). 

4.10.6 ~ac~ l i t i e s  associate with bui~dout af the pr  
ueuee could redu~e  or  e l i ~ ~ n a t e  sp~eial  

WPCF Sphere of 
plant or wildIife species. 

S ~ g n i ~ c a n e e  
Potentially Significant 

4.10.621 The City of Ladi shall co~plete  d e t a ~ ~ e d  ~ ~ e c ~ a ~ - ~ t ~ ~ u s  species surveys 
af ~ a c j i ~ ~  expansion sites, once these sites ~ u d e r  proposed S p h ~ r e  of 
I ~ ~ u e n c e  buildout are determiued. Where special-status species arc 
~ o u n d  to be p r e s ~ u ~  the City shall avoid the species and t 
t ~ ~ r ~ u ~ ~  re-design to the extent feasible. Where full a~,o~dance of  a 
spe~i~l-status species and i ts  h a b i ~ a ~  is not pos~ible, the City o f  Lodi 
shall redesign lhe pro~ect to ininimize impaet~. 
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4.10.6b acts to li~ted s p e c ~ a ~ - s t a ~ s  species a s ~ o c j a ~ ~ d  
ajccts that occur ~ , ~ ~ h i n  the proposed Sphere of 

Influence, the City of Lodi si,all obtain and compl~  ~ v i t b  the fol~owing 
e r m i ~ ~  p r ~ o r  to ~s5nance of the g ~ a d i n ~  ~ e r m ~ ~  an Inei 
ermit from the ~a l i rorn ja  ~ e p a r t m e n t  of Fish and G a ~ e  for i ~ p a c t s  

to state lisred ~pccjes; and~a  Section 7 or 10 biological opinion or 
~Iicidcntal take permil: from the United Sta~ed Fish and ~ j ~ d l i f e  
Service for ~mpacts to federa~iy liste species or  their h~bjtats. 

The above ~ e r i n i ~ s  are l i k e l ~  to contain ~tipnlatjons that ~ e q u ~ r e  the 
City to c o ~ p l e t ~  s o ~ e  or all of the followjng: 

inimj~at~on of  impacts to specia~-status plant and wildlife 
speci~s; 

8 Cnns~ruc~~on-relate  voidance and rotecti~n of onsjte s special- 
statns plant and wildi~fc species (Le. const~etion worker training, 
r~s~rietjons on the ~iming and d ~ r a ~ ~ ~ n  of const~uction activjties, 
~nstal~ation of p r ~ ~ e c t i v e  s~gnage and fencing, onsite monitorjng, 
d ~ i g u ~ ~ j o n  o f  coiistrnction sites and access roads near sensiti~,e 

ources)~ 
m - or offsite compensatjon for unavojdable i m p a e ~  to special- 

s t a ~ n ~  plant a species. Typical e n s a ~ o ~  m ~ t ~ g a t ~ o u  
require men^ uire tbe City t op  
relocate ~ o ~ n e  species, create or  enhance habi 
preserve and restore on-or offsite habitat for 

o m p a ~ ~ b i l i t ~  of onsite sped 
and res~oration opportnnjt 

California Repa~ment  of Fish and G a ~ c  p r e s e ~ e  area. In 
addition, the San J o a ~ u i u  Connc~l of ~ o v e r n ~ e n ~ ,  Ine. i s  
imple~entjng a ~ ~ a b j t a t  and Open Space Conse~at ion ~ r o ~ r a m  
that could conduct o f ~ ~ ~ ~ e  specia~-s~atus §pecies habjtat re§t~ration 
and p rese r~a t~on  on behalf of the City of Lodi. 

Final ~ o m ~ ) ~ n s a ~ o r ~  m~tigation requirements for future W 
asso~iated  wit^ proposed ~ p h c r e  of ~nfluence hnildou~ wo 
developed as cond~t ion~  of the permits re f~r red  to a~ove.  In the event 
of una~,oidable impacts on special-status species, the City of Lodi shall 
contact the i ~ d i ~ i d i i ~ l  r e g ~ l ~ t o ~  ageucies for more deta~fs regarding 
final ~ o m p e n ~ a t o ~  n ~ ~ t i ~ a t i o n  r c q n ~ r ~ m e n t ~  for the project. 

For una~oidable j~ipacts to non-l~s~ed spccia1”s~atns species, tbe City 
of Lodi shall cons~ i l~  with the appr~pr i a t e  resource agency (Le., CDFG 
or U S ~ ~ S ~  concern in^ ~ e c o m ~ e n d e d  m j ~ i g ~ ~ i ~ n  to co~nFensate for 
\peeks i m p a c ~ ~ .  Mitigatjo~ may include r e s ~ ~ i c t i ~ n s  on the timing 
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uration of  cous~ruct~on activ~tjes, onsite monitorin 
menta~ion or.construetion best management p r a ~ t  

%'it11 Mitigation the Effects are found to be: 

a Significant Not Significant 

~ i ~ d i n g ( s ~  per Public Resources Code, Section 21081 : ' 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o ~ t e d  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on [t le,cnvjro~en[ (PRC, 8 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the r~sponsjbi l i~ and jurisdiction o ~ ~ o ~ e r , ~ u b l i c  
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted.by the other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

D Specific economic, legal, social, t e c ~ o l o ~ ~ c a ~ *  or other considerati@ns, including 
~onsi,deratio~s for the provision o f  employment oppo~unities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the rnitigatio~ measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i r o ~ ~ t a l  
impact repart (PRC, 8 21081, subd. [c]). 

ed with biiildout of the proposcd WPCF Sp 
lsturb nesting raptors and other m ~ g r a t o ~  

S i g u i ~ c a u ~ e  

Pot~n~ially ~ ~ ~ j ~ c ~ i  

4.10.7a 

4.10.7b 

The City o f  Lo i s h d  require ne~t i  
~ ~ p ~ n ~ j o n  sites, once these sites are 
of Influence buildout projects. ~ 7 h e r e  bird nests are r o u ~ d  to be 
present, the City shall require the coutr~ctor to conduct c o n s ~ ~ c t i o n  
actjvit~es outside the bird nesting season ( ~ ~ i c a l l y  J a n u a r ~  15 

b i r ~  surveys o f  f~ci l i  
t~rmjned under futu 

ust 15 of e ~ c ~  ~ ~ ~ r ~ .  

If e[~fl~~rucfion a c ~ ~ v i ~ ~ e s  c ~ ~ ~ o t  be c o ~ p l ~ ~ c d  ~ i t h ~ n  the s p e c ~ ~ e d  
non-breed in^ season of ~ u ~ u ~ t  161h to J a n u a ~  14'h of each year, the 
City of Lodi shall con~act lbe ~ a ~ i r o r f l j a  Department of Fish and 
~a~~ to d e v ~ ~ o ~  measures to avoid or minim~ze d i ~ ~ u r b a n e ~  to the 
ncst5. The Caljroruja ~ e p a r ~ m e n t  of Fish and G a ~ e  may also require 
the City to enter into a ~ c m o r ~ n d u m  of Understandjng or 
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u a ~ e ~ e u t  ~ ~ r e e ~ e n ~  to reduce an 
ring raptors. 

the C ~ ~ 5 h a l l  conduei t e ~ollowjng when nestin 
ra~rors are in close Froxj~nj~y to a future S ~ h e r e  o~Inflnenee bM~ldout 
project site: 

a con due^ a u e ~ ~ ~ u  tor survey to identi active raptor nests. 
9 

* P r a h ~ ~ i t  eaiitrae~or cting work w ~ t ~ i n  the burf~r area ' 

~ ~ t a b l i s b  a buf f~r  area around aetive r a ~ t o r  n e ~ ~  (ty 
mile, but can be redMced t ~ r Q u ~ h  ne otiatious with C 

~ ~ t i l  yonng in nest 
e iu i ts en~irety only after yoMng 
FG and/or a q u a ~ i ~ e d  biologist). 

stofe lost native trees by ~eqM~riug on~ite re-piau~in 
Same species at a ~ i n i ~ u m  ratio of three s c ~ d i ~ n ~ s  far 
tree e~ iminate~ .  

With Mitigation the Effkcts are found to be: 

D Significant Not S i ~ i f i c ~ t  

Findingjs) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or i n c o ~ o ~ t ~  into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects an the e n v i r o ~ e n t  (FRC, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction o f  another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, $21081, 
subd. [b]). 

Spe.cific economic, legal, social, ~~hnological,  or other ~ a n s ~ ~ e r ~ t i a n ~ ,  i~i~ludjng 

D 

cl 
considerations for the provision of e i ~ p l o y ~ ~ n t  opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i ~ ~ e n t a l  
impact report (PRC, § 21081 a subd. [ c ] ) .  

Impact 4.10.8 

4.10.8 ~~ac i l~ t i e s  assoc~ated with b~ i ldoM~ of the proposed WPCF Sphere of  
i n ~ ~ e n c e  C O ~ I I ~  eIjmina~e or ~egrade  r~Far~an  bab~tat.s or native trees. 

S ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ c ~ n ~ e  

Potentially S i ~ ~ i ~ ~ a n t  

~ i t i g a t i ~ u  ~ ~ e a s ~ r e s  
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4.10.8 T o  offset the incremen~~i  effect o f  Ioss o ~ n a ~ i v e  trees and Ioss or de 
of riparian woodIand h~bitat  associated with ruture projects under 
~ p h e r c  o f  ~ u ~ u e n c e  b i ~ ~ l d ~ a ~ ,  t e City of Lodi sball c ~ ~ d u c ~  a tre!: s u ~ e ~  ta 
~ d e n ~ ~ f y  locat~ons of native frees near ptanned facil~ties and sha~f canducf 
~ o m e  or  all of the follow in^: 

impac~s to native 
avojdance is not le, m i n ~ n i i ~ ~  bahitat f r ag~en ta t ion  and 

~ndividnal tree loss throag11 a combinatiou.of project d e s i g ~  and 
construction-reiated avoidance o f  n ~ t ~ v e  trees. Constructiou-re fa^^ 
avo~dance and protection of trees ~ o u I d  i~c lude  the ~nstallatiou of 
pr(~~ec t~ve  signage and f e n c ~ n ~  to designate construc~io~ sites and access 
roads near native trees to be ~ e t ~ j n ~ ;  
Conduct onsite compen§ato~ p~antings of native trees to ofTset the loss of 
native trees an riparian habita~s. Typical c o ~ p e n s ~ t o r y  mit~gation 

uld j ~ c l ~ d e  plan~ing a ~jnjrnnm of three trees of the 

1 

parian plantings shall be m a ~ e  
r jpar~an habj~at§ to establish larger ripar~an hab i t~ l  

arras. There i s  a fortaitous eornpatibiii~ of ansite habitat p r e s e ~ a t i o ~  
and restoration opportnn~t~es associated with the California ~ e p a r t ~ e u ~  
of Fish and Game p r c ~ e ~ e  area. The City of Lodi shall contact the 
CaIjforuja ~ e p a r ~ ~ ~ n ~  of Fish and Game for ~ecomrnendations for final 
native tree corn ensatjon a~proaches. 

With M~t i~a t iOn the Effects are found to be. 

0 Significant Not S i ~ i ~ c ~ t  

Finding(s) per Public Resources Code, Sectlon 21081 ' 

Changes or ~ l ~ e ~ ~ o i i s  have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate 
or avoid the significant effects on the e n v i r o n m ~ t  (PRC, 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and sbouid be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, @ 2 I08 1, 
subd. [b]). 

Specific economic, legal, social, tec~ological ,  or other c ~ n ~ ~ d e ~ a ~ i o n s ,  including 
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the environmental 
impact report (PRC, 4 2 1081 ~ subd. [c]). 

ZI 081, subd. [a]) 

4.1 I Cu~rnral 
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. '  

4.11.1 ~ m p a c ~  

out of the p ~ o p o ~ e d  \V, 
struc~ur~s ~~~h ~ o t e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ~j~~ 

S i ~ n i ~ c a n c e  

Potentially ~ i ~ i ~ c ~ t  

~ i t i ~ a ~ ~ o n  ~ e a s u r e ~  

4.1 1.1 S ~ t ~ - s ~ e e ~ ~ c  rchival resmreb an  a r c ~ i ~ e c t u r a l  field 
to undertak~ng an f u ~ u r e  projects wit 

of l u ~ u ~ ~ c e  that cou~d ~ ~ ~ a e t  the poteut i~l .  
s t ruc tur~s  w i t ~ i n  tbc progr 

With Miti~ation the Effects are found to be: 

R S i ~ n i ~ c ~ t  ~ o t  Significant 

Findin~(s~ per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

i 

Changes of a!~erations have been requi 
or avoid the s i ~ i ~ c ~ t  effects on the e n v ~ r o ~ e n t  (PRC, $21081, subd. [a]) 

in, or i n c o ~ o ~ a t ~  into, the project which mitigate 

0 Thosc changes or alterations are within the re~pons~b~lity and jurisdiction of another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, 5 21081, 
subd. [b]). 

13 Specific economic, legal, social, t ~ c ~ o l o ~ i c a l ,  or other co~s~d~rations, inc!uding 
considerations far the provision of employment o p p o ~ ~ l i ~ ~ e s  for highly trained workers, 
make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i r o n ~ ~ t a i  
impact report (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [c] ) .  

4.11.2 ~mpact  

4.1 1.2 Ground-distnrbj~~ actions a ~ s o c ~ ~ t e d  with future buildout of the propo~ed 
~ e ~ u l t  in the ~ c ~ i d e ~ ~ l  d ~ s t r u ~ t ~ o n  of 

~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ l  o 
ve A ~ ~ r i e a n  hu 

S ~ ~ n i ~ c a ~ ~ e  

Potentially S i ~ ~ i ~ c a n t  
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4.1 I .2a S i ~ e ~ s p e c ~ ~ c  arch~val research, archaeo~ogical s n ~ ' e y s ,  and 
consn~tation wit the Native A ~ e r j c a n  eritage C o m ~ i ~ § i o n  and 
designa~ed Native Arner~caa repre n ~ a t i ~ e s  sball be reqni 
u ~ d e r t a ~ i u g  any ~ r o u ~ d  d~stnrbin projects ~vithjn the Sp 
~ n ~ n e n e e  in the f~ ture .  

4.11.2b Cantractors and construc~~on ~ersonne1 i ~ ~ o l v e d  in any form of  
~ r o ~ n d  d ~ s ~ a r b ~ n c e  (Le., l r e n c h ~ n ~ ,  grading, ete.) sball be a 
the p o s s ~ b i ~ i ~  of encountering ~ n b ~ u r f a e e  cnl tura~ resource 
h u i ~ a n  reIna~n~.  If such re~ources are  e u c o u ~ ~ e ~ e d  or susp 
work ~ , i t h ~ n  100 feet of the d i s e o v e ~  shall be halted i ~ ~ e d i a ~ e i ~  an 
the City of Lodi ~ o r n m u n ~ ~  ~ e v e l o p m ~ n t  ~ e p a r t m e n t  shalt be 
~ ~ o r j ~ ~ d ,  Ia ~ e c o r d ~ n e c  with CC Sectiou 15064 (Q and 
21 083.2(i~, a q n a l ~ ~ e d  profession arc~iaeologj~~ shall b 
who shsIl assess aay discoverie~ 
r e c o ~ m e n d a ~ ~ o n s  for treet 

evelop appropriate man~gement 

4.1 1 . 2 ~  If boR~ is e n e o i ~ ~ t e r ~ d  and a p p e a ~  to be ~ u ~ a n ,  Ca~ifornia Law r e q u i r ~  
that p~~en t i a l ly  destructiv~ c o n s ~ r ~ c ~ i o n  work i s  ha~ted  and t 
J ~ ~ q u i n  Conuty ~ a r ~ u e r  i s  c o n t ~ c t e d ~  If the ~oroner  ~ e ~ e r ~ i  
h u ~ a n  rerna~ns are of Native ~rneriean o ~ g ~ n ,  the Coroner rnust contael 
tlre N ~ ~ i v e  A ~ ~ e r i c a ~  ~ ~ ~ ~ t a g e  Co~rnission. The N a ~ ~ v e  Amer~can 

tsxge C o ~ r n i ~ ~ i o n  ivill a t~en~pt  to jdeutif~ the most  el^ 
endsn~(s~, and recornrnendations wift be d ~ ~ , e l o p e d  far the proper 

tresxt~ent and isposjtio~ o f  the rerna~ns in accordance wit 
Section 150~4.~(e)  and F C Section ~097.98. A note t o t  
be iucIuded on all c o n s ~ n c t i o ~  p~ans  and s p e c i ~ ~ a ~ i ~ n ~ '  

With Mitigation the EffEctS are found to be: 

0 Significant Not Significant 

Findingfs) per Public Resources Code, Section 21081: 

Changes or alterations have been required in, or incorporated into, the project which mitigate 

or avoid the ~ i g n i ~ ~ a n ~  effects on the ~ n v ~ ~ ~ € ~ t  (PRC, 5 21081, subd. [a]) 

Those changes or alterations are within the responsibility and jiinsdic~ion of  another public 
agency and have been, or can and should be, adopted by the other agency (PRC, § 21081, 
subd. [b]), 

D 

0 Specific economic, legal, social, technological, or other c~nsideration~, including 
considerations for the provision of employment opportunities for highly trained workers, 



make infeasible the mitigation measures or alternatives identified in the e n v i r o ~ e n t a l  
impact report (PRC, 5 2 108 1, subd. [c]). 

PROJECT A L T ~ ~ N A T I V E ~  

Because the project will poteriliaily cause s i ~ j ~ c a n l  env i ro l~en ta~  effects, as outfind above, Lodi 
wnsiders the feasibility of any esivironmentally superior alternatives lo the Project, as proposed. 
pursuant to CEQA Guideline section 15126.6(e), Lodi is to consider among the alternatives to the 
Project a ""0 Project" alternative. Lodi evaluates whether one or more of these a l t e ~ a ~ i v e ~  could 
avoid or substantially lessen the project's unavoidable s i ~ i ~ c a n l  environmental effects. (Citizens 
.for ~ a l i ~  Growth v. Ciry of Mount S k t a  [ 19881 198 Cal.App.3d 433, 443-445 [243 Ca1.Rptr. 
7271; see also Piibljc Resources Code, $21002.). 

The EIR examines the following hvo alternatives to the proposed project to d e t ~ i n e  whether these 
alterna~ives could meet the project's objectives, while avoiding or s u b s t ~ t i a ~ l ~  lessening i ts  
s i ~ ~ c ~ t  impacts. 

c 

e 

Alternative 1: Reduced Acreage Alternative (4,240 Acres) 
Alternative 2:  No Project Aiternative. 

8.1 ~ e d ~ c e d  ~ c r e ~ ~ e  ~ ~ i e r n ~ ~ v e  (4,240 ~ c r e s )  

The Reduced Acreage Alternative was developed in response to the California ~~~~t of Food 
and Agriculture (CDFA) letter on the proposed  pro^^ NQP requesting that a reduced acreage 
alternative be deveioped to address future p o ~ ~ t i a l  impacts on a ~ c u ~ ~ l  lands (See Appe~djx A 
to DEIR, CDFA letter)(CDFA 2003). The Reduced Acreage Alternative of 4,240 acres would allow 
for all ofthe wastewater storage and disposal methods described under the three Land Disposal and 
Storage Options, however this alternative would not include any land buffer areas. Acreage is 
included in the Reduced Acreage Alternative such that property lines would not be split. 

Chapter 5 of the DElR provides a discussion ofthe Reduced Acreage Alternative, which discussion 
is incorporated herein by reference. As discussed in Chapter 3,  the Reduced Acreage Alternative 
would result in similar impacts under buildout as the proposed Sphere of Influence p r o g ~ m .  The 
Reduced Acreage Alternative would however eliminate the su~ounding agricultural land buffers, 
which could potentidly result in the loss of more fmland ,  including Prime and Unique Farmlands 
and laiids currently under the protection of the Williamson Act, than the proposed program. The 
agricultural buffers proposed under the proposed program would ensure that existing f m l a n d  would 
be reraiiied in farmland. This would not occur under the Reduced Acreage Alternative. The 
Reduced Acreage Alternative would also result in greater land use impacts, air quality impacts, and 
health risks than the proposed program., as it would not include the urban-open space interface 
including an odor buffer, a mosquito buffer, protection o f  sensitive receptors, and a reduction in 
noxious weed growth. The Reduced Acreage Alteniative would also not result in as much beneficial 
habitat retention for common wildlife species and special-status species as the proposed program. 
For these reasons, and those funher discussed in the EIR, the Reduced Acreage Alternative i s  
rejected. 
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.2 No Project ~ ~ t ~ r ~ ~ t i v e  

~ o n s ~ d c r a ~ l o n  of Ihe No Project A1ternativ.e is required by Section 15,126.6(e) of the CEQA 
Guidelines. The p ose of evaluating this alternative is to determine the impacts that could occur 
without impl~nienta~on of the proposed program. 

Under the No Project Alternative, sufficient area for future construction of land disposal and,stora~e 
areas to serve the long-tenn future growth ofthe CiQ of Lo& (the ~ u i ~ d o u t  flow is estimat 
a p p ~ ~ i m a t e l y  11.6 MGD per the 1990 City of h d i  General Plan) would not be provided for within 
a Sphere of ~f luence .  It should be noted, however, that additional lands may still he needed for 
future land disposal and storage areas if S p h ~ e  ofhfluence lands were not made available. Under 
the No Project Al~emative, the Sm Josqtiin County LAFCO could lack guidance for individual 
proposals involving the City of Lodi and surrounding area special district’s jurisdic~ional changes. 
The potential for future land use conflicts associated with wastewater facilities could also occur if 
the WPCF Sphere of ~ f l u e n c e  id not created. 

. 

. 

Chapter 5 of the D E E  provides a discussion o f  Ihe No Project Alte~ia~ive,  which djscussion is 
incorporated herein by reference. As discussed in Chapter 5,  under the No Project Altemative, a 
Sphere of Influence would not be ~ ~ ~ a t e d  for future wastewater land disposal and storage needs, 
however lands may still be required for future land disposal and storage needs under the City of Lodi 
General Plan buitdout. The No Project Alternative would not include the s u ~ o ~ d i n g  agriculhml 
laud buffers as proposed uiider the proposed program, which could potentially result in the loss of 
more farmland than the proposed program. The No Project Alternative could also result in a greater 
impact to wastewater services due to inadequate land disposal area to ultimately serve future growth 
discussed in the City of Lodi General Plan. The No Project Alternative would not assist in 
c o i ~ s ~ d ~ i n ~  making lands a~~ailable to comply with future Water Discharge ~ ~ ~ ~ m e n t §  issued by 
the Cenhal Valley Regionai Water Quality Control Board and would fail to develop a coo~dinated 
approach to planning for the future i n ~ a s ~ c t u ~ e  needed to adequately store and dispose of 
wastewater in the City of Lodi. The No Project Alternative would result in greater land use impacts, 
public service and utility impacts, hydrology and water quality impacts, air quality impacts, and 
health risks over the proposed program. As the No Project Alternative would not create a Sphefe 
of Influence planning designation and would not eliminate the possibility of land conversion to 
residential and other uses within the planning area, the beneficial impact on b~ologiea~ resources 
cannot be considered. Additionally, the No Project Alternative fails to specifically meet the 
identified program objeciives. For these reasons, and those further discussed in the EIR, the No 
Project Alteniative is rejected. 

’ 

When a project results in significant unavoidable adverse ~ ~ r o ~ ~ ~ a l  effects, CEQA provides that 
the dec.ision making body of the lead agency is to balance the benefits o f  the project against its 
unavoidable adverse effects in d ~ t e ~ i n i n ~  whether to approve the project. If the agency finds that 
the benefits of the project outweigh the unavoidable adverse environmental effects, the adverse 
effects may he considered srceptable. CEQA provides that the lead agency state in writing the 
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reasons supportiiig the Project approval, despite its impacts, by way of a statement of overriding 
co~isiderations. (See PRC 4 21081@); CEQA Guideline § 1,5093). 

The Proposed Project would have the following significant unavoidable impact: 

~ i ~ n i ~ c a n ~  and Unayoida~le l ~ p a c t s  

4.1.1 Buifdoiit o ~ t ~ ~  propose GF Sp~ere ~ f ~ n f l u e ~ c e  would be inconsi$tent with 
of Lodi ~ e n e r ~ ~  ‘Plan, the San Joaqui~  C o u n ~  
in C o u n ~  Lodi C o ~ i n u R i ~  P ~ a ~ i ,  aRd pro~i§ion§ 

4.1.4 The FroFos~d W P ~ F  S ~ ~ e r e  of Inf l~ence  inejudes ag:riculturrlly-deslgnated 
lands, including ~ r o ~ e r t y  under Wil l ja~son Act Contracts. 

4.1.5 Idout of tbe proposed W 
yers~on of a g r ~ c ~ i t u r a l ~  

S p ~ e r e  of Influence could result in the future 
gna~ed  lands^ a d d j n ~  to the loss of i~~~ 

~arin1~11d in San Joa uin ~ o n n ~ .  Loss of p ~ o d u c ~ i o ~  from these lands could 
have an adverse effect on the overall agricultura~ e e o n o ~ ~ .  

Lodi has d e t ~ i n e d  that, even with mitigation, these impact remains s j g ~ f ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~  and Mnavvidabl~. 
A~djtionally Lodi has examined a reasonable range of alternatives lo the Project. Eased on this 
c x ~ j n a t i o n ,  h d i  has determined that none of these ajtematives sat is f ie  the following three criteria: 
( I )  clearly meets project objectives, (2) is clearly environmentally preferable to the Proposed Project, 
and ( 3 )  i s  economically feasible. 

As a result, to approve the Project, Lo& is to adopt this Statement of Overriding C ~ n ~ ~ d ~ r a t i o n s  
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21081@) and CEQA Guidelines sections 15043 and 
15093. The Statement of  Overriding Considerations allows a lead agency to cite a project’s general 
economic, social, or other benefits as ajust~~catioii for choosing to allow the occurrence ofspecified 
significant ~ v i r o ~ ~ n t a l  effects that have not been at least ~ubstantially mitigated. The statement 
explains why, in the agency’s judgment, the project’s benefits outweigh its unavoidable $ i ~ i f i e ~ t  
effect 

Lodi finds that the Project would have the following benefits: 

Assure that ~ u ~ ~ c i ~ n ~  area for future c ~ n ~ ~ ~ c t i o n  of land dis~osal and storage faci~~t~es are 
available to serve the long-teini future growth ofthe City o f  Lodi [the City’s 1990 General Plan 
build out flow is cstirnated Lo be approximately 11.6 million gallons per day (MGD)]. 

Provide guidance to the San Joaquin County LAFCO for individual proposals involving the City 
of  Lodi and surrounding area special district’s jurisdictional changes. 
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9 Encourage efficient provisions o f  c o m m u n i ~  sefiices an; prevent duplication of service 
delivery. 

Avoid potential future land use coifflicts,associated with wastewater treatment facilities. 

Increase JocaJ control and accountab.ility over decisions affecting the c o i n ~ u n i ~  and its future 
viability. 

Facilities associated with buildout of the proposed WPCF Sphere of hfluence would likely 
increase Iiahitat quality for con~mon wildlife species, (See DETR Chapter 4, Impact 4.10.2). 

The proposed %XF Sphere o f ~ ~ u e n c e  P l ~ n g  ~ ~ s i ~ a ~ o ~  would result in habitat protection 
for special-status species. (See D E R  Chapter 4, Impact 4.10.4). 

L 

a 

8 

i 
Lodi finds that the Project's ~ j ~ f i c a n t  and unavoidable impacts are acceptable in light ofthe 
henefits of the Project, that the benefits o f  the Project outweigh and override the si 

Overriding ~onsiderat~ons.  
unavoidable impacts ofthe Project, and Lodi kreby  adopts &d makes this Statement of , .  

10. ~ ~ ~ E P ~ ~ D ~ N T  VIEW AND ANALYSIS 

Under CEQA, the lead agency must circulate draA d o c ~ e n ~ s ,  i n d e p ~ d ~ t l y  review and consider 
the EKR, and as part of the c e ~ i ~ c a t i ~ n  of an E R  find that the EIR reflects the j n d ~ ~ n d ~ n t  
J U ~ ~ ~ ~  o f  the lead agency. 

Lodi circulated the DER, responded to c 
considered the ERR, and d e ~ e ~ ~ n e d  that lh 

ents to the DELR, ind~endent ly  ~ e ~ ~ e d  and 
reflects i ts ~ndependen~ j u d ~ e n t .  
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